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() D% any of the results of Section 2 have nalogues “or

rroportional hazards models?

™

inteevabi s

(C) Does Theorem 3.4 hold with the hypothesic o

of q(+) weakened to: q(z) - 0 as 2z » «©?

(D) In cases of very mild decrease for q(+) or ncrecce (o
N(«) in models 7, 2, are there any dractical meth i 7 -

culating or approximating EN(t) for small or moderate  t?

o The most interesting variants ¢ the model:s we have intro-

p. 7.
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h . duced, and which will be treated im0 Sature ropoet woapbd veee i
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r— (%) in it entirety except for the molified derinition
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